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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Mr. Chirnomas left a voicemail message for the examiner on 9 
January 2008 to indicate that page 10 of the Final Action mailed 20 December 2007 had a typographical error on page 
10. The examiner left a voicemail message with Mr. Chirnomas on 10 January 2008 stating that a supplemental Final 
Office Action will be sent, but that the examiner wanted to talk to make sure there were no other issues. Mr. 
Chirnomas indicated that the rejection under 35 USC 112, Second Paragraph, referred to claim 39, rather than claim 
29. The number has been changed on previous pages 2 and 3 (current page 3). They typographical error on page 10 
has been corrected to read "Thus, Corn et al clearly suggest that regions to which nucleic acids will be attached should 
not be hydrophobic, and are, therefore, hydrophilic." Mr. Chirnomas also noted that Box 12 on Form PTOL-326 
(regarding foreign priority) had not been checked. However, the box was checked in Form PTOL-326 accompanying 
the Office Action mailed 5 April 2006, and does not need to be checked again. 
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An identification of the specific prior art discussed n « n pral nature of the agreement (may be by 

substance of the interview. 
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